public comprehension of science would represent an impediment to the participation of citizens in the controversies of which science constitutes the base and driving force. But, as Wynne warns, the contrary may also be true: that the impoverished democracy and the intensifying hegemony around science are the main obstacle to the improvement of public understanding of science. This theme is revisited in the article by Steve Miller, who briefly relates the development of the homonymous movement, criticizing, as Durant, the equivocality of the scientific-literacy concept and reinforcing the necessity of overcoming the deficit model in the study of public perception of science and in the elaboration of proposals to approximate the public to science.
Although more and more widely recognized, the "mirage of the abysm" has not yet been undone and replaced with a more ample and multidimensional model for this type of communication. And the deficit model insidiously continues to be evident in the discourse of a large part of those involved in divulgation. In relation to the experience of the United Kingdom's Committee for Public Understanding of Science, Miller judges that the techniques based on the deficit model adopted by the majority of the practitioners of public communication of science did not meet the expectations of the public during the mad cow crisis, the fundamental test for public comprehension of science in the United Kingdom in recent years. Just as in the case of the mad cow disease, other controversies surrounding science have shown that the public and the scientists have distinct perceptions and language to deal with risk, the object of the article by Douglas Powell and William Leiss. But other important actors exist, when the subject is risk: governments and companies (oil-producing, chemical, biotechnological, etc.) . And, in general, these social actors have failed in the communication on the subject, both in the supply of information on experiments, methods and results obtained in laboratories, field experiments or simulations (models) as well as in the adoption of open attitudes, favourable to the influx of public evaluations.
Jon Turney, adventuring into the land of public imaginary, revisits the myth of Frankenstein, which provides the predominant "script" for debates related to biotechnologies and biomedicine. The list of debates in which the figure of Victor Frankenstein (or of his creature) is invoked includes in vitro fertilization, recombinant-Dna technology, transgenic organisms and cloning, since they all deal with the creation of life and inspire more often terrifying than marvellous scenarios. Jeanne Fahnestock analyzes the operation of language adaptation that characterizes the discourse of science popularisation; Carol Rogers learns from focal groups the evaluation that the public gives on media coverage regarding global warming and Aids; S. Holly Stockling writes about the tendency of the media when dealing with uncertainties.
As for the children, in the presentation of the Young Amateur Scientist, Luísa Massarani correctly affirms that "the scientific content transmitted to children is of poor quality and presented inadequately". In her opinion, the problem begins with school books that, often, do a disservice, distancing children from science instead of approximating them. Worse yet, the books spread mistaken or even outdated concepts. Also, on television or in comic books, scientists tend to be depicted in a stereotyped or distorted form, either as mad men who invent marvellous gadgets with little practical utility, or as perverse men whose discoveries and inventions are capable of destroying humanity and the planet, as Nisbet et al. also observe in relation to the content exhibited by the North-American media.
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Many of the reported experiences also give evidence of the importance of adults in infantile development and in the learning process, providing a stimulating domestic environment, giving incentive to reading books and magazines appropriate for each age group, as well as visits to expositions and museums. However, the cognitive aspects do not exhaust the relationship established between children and the world. In general, the ludicrous and the emotional emerge as highly attractive components in the popularization activities focused on children. It is fundamental that they truly feel involved in the activities: reading a magazine such as the extinct Mexican Chispa or the Brazilian Ciência Hoje para Crianças (Science Today for Children); camping trips in which science and companionship are equally important; expositions in museums, stories, games and amusing activities, such as Virginia Schall's group provides at Fiocruz.
After all, as Durant said at the beginning of the excursion through the unknown land of popularization and public perception of science and technology, the necessary comprehension transcends "the mere knowledge of the facts". Therefore, we can say, popularizing science, to children and adults, is more than the transmission of "lessons of things".
Translation by Diane Marie Petty.
